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THE TILTON-BEECHER TRIAL.

——ibi
VARIOUS LETTERS EXPLAINED.

SUE ACQUAINTANCE AND RELATIONS WITIL MRS,
WOODHULL—MR. BERENER'S COMMENTS ON “ SIR
MARMADUKE'S MUSINGS” — THE KFFORT TO
RESTORE MR. TILTON TO TR CHURCH—THE
“RAGGED EDGE LETTER” EXPLAINED — MI.
BOWEN'S CHARGES UNKNOWN To ME BEFCHER
WHEN HE BIGNED THE TRIPARIITE COVENANT.

Mr. Beecher continund yesterday the task of ex-
plaining his various lettors and contradictmg the
statements of Mr. Tilton and Mr. Moulton. Their
relations with Mrs. Woodhull, the effort to restore

Mr. Tilton to membership in Plymouth Chureh,

and the doenment familiarly known as the “ragged
odge letter 7 were the muin elements in the morn-
ing's testimony. In the afternoon the Tripartite

Covepant formed the principal topie discussed.

The andience wis as large as usnal. Among the

Plvmonth delegation were the Rev. C. 5. Robinsom,

formerly of the First Presbyterian Church of this

city, the Rev. Cyrus Hamlin, brother of the ex-

Vice-President, and late missionary in Turkey, and

Alston Smith of the publishing hiouse of Scribner &

Co.

ODDS AND ENDS EXT'LAINED.

Several minor matters occurfied the earhir honrs
of the court, and delayed for a little time the taking
of testimony. Further difficulties have arisen in
regard to Mr. Cleveland's testimony, and it has been
finaliy settled that it is to be submitted in conrt.
Mr. Cleveland has been permitted to go for several
days into the country, and when he returns, if his
health admits, he will take the stand, following Mr.
Beecher. The testimony bad boen nearly completed
on both sides, when the plaintif©s counscl insisted
npon Mr. Cleveland’s appearance in coort. )

Resnming lns explanations of the personal rela-
tions of Mr. Tilton, Mr. Moulton, and himself with
Mrs. Woodliull, Mr. Beecher testified that his re-
fusal to preside at the Steinway Hall meeting was
positive, and that Mr. Moulton and Mr. Tilton both
knew it to be absolute, thongh they had testified
dilferently. His relations with her were not eordial,
he did vot agree with ber social views and told her
a0, and refnsed posttively to invite her to his honse,
sithough Mr. Moulton and Mr. Tilten reeeived her
at their homes, The relations of the last-named
gentlemen and the wife of Mr, Monlton with Mrs.
Woodhull were, on the eontrary, intimate and affec-
tionate : and on one occasion, at & dinper at Mr,
Monlton's house, he had seen all three welcome Mrs.
Woodhull with o kiss,

The poem by Mr. Tilton called “Sir Marmadnke's
Musings " was next taken up, and Mr. Beecher testi-
find that on seeing it in print be had expressed to
Mr. Moalton bis indignation at ite publication, eall-
ing it ‘vo dastardly thing,” and declanng that it was
*an i1l bird that fouls its own nest? Mr. Beecher
subasquently denied baving said to Mr, Moulton, as
alleged by the latter, “ that it almost broke his beart
to read it,” and that he " conmidered it as virtually a
telling of the story of himself and Elizabeth,” He
explained that be bad said that it broke his heart to
hawe sueh things said, * bringing Elizabeth's uame
out in such a way before the world; for it was an
urrow sbot at her,”

e Eee—
IMPORTANT CONTRADICTIONS.

Mr. Boecher's efforts to induee Mr, Tilton to re-
turn to Plymonth Chureh and the latter's refasal
were next explained, Mr, Tilton in his testimony
(Tue Trinese's report, pamphlet edition, pp. 416-
417 gave this scene at great length, but bis account
was wholly at variance with the statement made
yosterday by Mr, Deecher. After describing the
interview, Mr. Deecher's attention was ecalled to
wevernl statements in Mr. Tilton’s testimony, and
without exception be demed thewr eorreetness, All
of these are fully miven in the verbatim report below
under the heud of * Other Narrated Conversations
Demied.” In one instance Mr, Boccher, who had
answered all the previons gnestions ealmly, added
emphuagis by snvivg, * Never—purely imaginative—
the whole;” and in apother hevaried the form by
saving, 1 know he did not say that.,” In efteot, all
t_lf Mr. Tilton's declarations as to the details of that
interview were called in question,

In nurrating the particnlars of an interview in the
cars with Mr. Tilton in Javnary, 1879, Mr, Beecher
examined in the same way, need almost the same
langunge emploved by Mr. Tilton (except in o few
instances!. but the meaning given to the words as
interpreted by Mr. Beechier was totally different
from that aseribed to themn by Mr. Tiltou, Mr, Til-
ton had sworn, among other thiges, that Mr, Beecher
hud reprogelied Lo fer publishing the poem, * 8ir
Marmaduke's Musings,” but Mr. Beeeher declared
vesterday that he had never spoken to Mr. Tilton on
that subject.

R
THE “RAGGED EDGE™ LETTER.

There was a decided sensation i court when Mr.
Evarta called npon the plaintiti™s eonnsel to produce
the letter of Feb. 5, 1872 for many of those present
knew that to be the date of the doenment which
has come to be known as the * racged edge” letter,
and which all have looked npon gs probably the
must difficalt to explain. h is the desponding let-
ter in which Mr. Beecher refers to Lis “ great year of
sorrow,” tn * the Charch, the newspaper, the book."”
to " suffering the torments of the damned,” to his
living oo * the sharp and ragged edge of anxiety,
remorse, four, despair,” and “of his being nluna:."
f Mr. Moulton eeased to love and trust bim. Mr.
Beecher began his tusic l'lj' narrating circumstances
which oecurring on Saturday bad redoced him to
a state of eXtravrdinary but not unusaal depression,
fur it seems, according to his testimony, that the
vothusigsm which ae ompanies Sauday’s work is
alwaye followed by & reaction on Monday, and that
bus spirita on that dav are always low and bis moods
despondent.  Bat on this ocension be was still more
depressed, from the fact that on the previous Satur-
day be had been reproached by Mr. Moulton “inn
tone that was very cutting” for failure to pay re-
gard to Mr. Tilton's interests a8 he had promised,
for not fulfilling the understanding snd the com-
mou sgreement 0 aid Mr, Tilton, In the de-
pressed mowd  whieh followed two  duvs later
Mr. DBeechier wrote this long letter which he
deneribed ** as an exhibit of what he had done dur-
ing the past year for Theodere.” Mr. Beecher's
manner in narrafing these eircumstances was very
emotional and the whole sudience listened breath-
lessly. Bat for the restrictions of the rules of evi-
dence My, Beccher would probably have made his
statement on this pomt more elabornte, but be was
manifestly under restraiut ; and not merely of the
laws of evidenee, for more than ouce the tears
bubbled to his eyes and his voice choked through
excess of emotion,

Mr. Evarts then took up the letter and began to
read it. As be did so, Mr. Moulton abandoned his
seat by the side of Mr. Tilton and left the court-
room. The ineident was probably without signifi-
<avee, but ocourring at this moment of intense inter-
est on the part of the audience, all observed it, snd
ihere was for & momest a buzz of comment. Mr,
Evurts continued, without noticing the interruption
or conversution, stopping ouly to ask the witness to
explain the meanivg of ecertain passages. Mr.
Beeclier Lad a copy of the letter in his hand, and
oceasionally made corrections in Mr, Evarts's
copy. When the more passionale pussages g
came to be explained, Mr. Beecher's
emotion  was  again  stirred,  tears  came
tand not only to his eves, but to those of many in
the audience), he grew more fluent and eloguent,
snd the plaintiffs counsel bad again to objeet in
order to keep him within the roles of evidence,
Much of the uatural etfeet which it is well known
Mr. Beecher can produce in the intensest degree
waa, of course, lost by these interruptions, though it
18 not probable that Mr. Beach raised objections for
that purpose, for it is spparent to all spectators, and
geverally acknowledgod by the counse) for Mr.
Beecher, that they bave been very indulgeut in this

Mr. Beocher's explanations of esch and all of the
passages of these letters jwill be found below, but
for the convenience of reference and to illustrate

those of the two most vigorons paragravhs in the
lotter are given below in parallel eolomps :

Letier, | T Rrphinaitom,

God dmows e | howe pot mare | Q. Row what farie In rear own
tomghit and fulgment ahd enroest | eonsa | o wlf 7t does that claose
assire into my efforts W0 proparn 8 | refes tod A, 1 pefern fo Lhe proe
war for T, oamd B than eenr 1 di | [anted sedenvar which | had made
for memell & bavdred fedil  As i | evervwbers (o say thes tho stores
:‘b':‘ qa:;:h yubile, 1 n;u nrwnt tn Ih:."limn-- ha brwited, and

an opporigaity o sofiey - | that | en ary
e g mg R o

uTTY

o At 0 | T believed them o he tale; thad T
exnibe kindiy feclng smong ali | beieved Sz Tikm to be a5 botest
wham Toet. 1 am throws smong | and o thoroagnts chaste srd tem.
elergrmen, tublle mes, aed | perate man; that | believed kim 1o

er 11 the makersof public opis on, | be neither & lecher por auranka
and | have moed evers patioonl en- | that | believed him to be in many
deavor to restrain the evils which | Wices weak, | oflen sid: tht
bave peen wisided opow T., aud | |''oukst thae—bus ever whee |
wilk ruerem | attempred to do that whieh | tmd
W deriaken o do, reisatate um oy
It was whey he sat 3 tmiliset man

o the bead of The .

The paragraph in wlich Mr. Beecher snggested
that he should * step down and out” was next read
and explained, Mr. Beecher displayiig sreat emo.
tion in the closing les,

The Leitrm |
fat the roots of this prejodies |
wre ling.  The catastropie whieh |
precipiated him from bis place
only diseloged feelings that hnd ex-
irtedl long, Neither lie nor ron can
be awars of the forlings of classes | socialistic questions; dhat 1 eonid
m seciety, ou other ade then | potde, Bet if, in regard to Wi
inte rumors. | mesbion thiw i0 exe | osber, §f o rogand 1o bis bonseholl,
pieln why 1 know with abesiule | In twgard to Elzabeth aod ke
eortaimiv that oo mere siatemenl, rhiliren—if e wished (hat, on mr
letier, Weatimony, or afirmation | part, fo out ad o he
will rench the roet of affsirs and | made a sahjecl of investigatior.
reinsiate them.  Trwm spd wougk | wr epinlon then was, and was
wili. DBut chrosie svil reqmires | through the whole of the yests,
chrowe remedica, 1f my destroe. | that tost eosl| aevor come [t the
vion wonkl place b all viehe, that | etmreh  withewt  destroving that
shall not stand @ the wav. | am | charen: avd | wonld “atep down
willing Yo step duws aud out.  No | and ogl” fefure wartbing sboall
one ean affer more than that. That | ever desteny Plemonth Choreh, 1
1 do affer. Saeribee me withoot | bed a8 exsggvrated uea, bat is wae
besttation |f ron eax eleariy see | & real ldos thit snvtliag of that
vour way to bis snfetr amd happi- | Kind=1 would suffer any
ness therebr. Lo ot think thas | teaé chuseh souid stana,  And
anything wonld be galned b it [ | then, as for bt snd ber apd the
shou'd be destrored, bat e womld | ehiddren—this 1s vot exsetly the
not te suved. nad the ebibdren | Juoguage of a libersl sbd jogrea.
would bave their falore clonded. wratement, bui 1t (8 langmeree, L6
when Panl suidi 1 conkd wish
The Erplamation. myseif norgraed from Christ for
Q. Now. Sir, what dul von refer | my brother's sake !—as lavid for
o it reeard 1o By slep or conduct | Alaglom: Woukd to God | had
of yotir uwn in these clannes of | dhed for theel” If my gmzg ot
roar ietter? A 1 woderseok to | of the chreh and vat ol the mio
cirar him from everr impetatlon | istrs, snd e, the destroction of
that affvcted hin character, exoeps | mr protramennlilife. wonid resiore
those which Delonged 1o his er | tiinge un they bad been before, [
asociations with seralistie lieas | bad the teelok when | weute this
aud with the Woodbnla, It wan o | Dettor tiat | wousl @ve them all
eommun groumd beiween us that . ap willlngly te put L3iDgs Geck
Elizabetl and the domestic tronhios | whese Ler wers.
were 1o be shiclded in silecee. 1]

Then followed the pussage containing the fami-
liar allusion to *“the rageed edee which Mr.
Evarts read with great dehiberation nnd solemmnity,
and Mr. Beecher spoke in most fechng tones.

The Letier, The Erplananon.

To one pont pf view T sould des Q Wan thel clause an rEnres
wire the sac=fice on my part. | sow of rour views, roar feelinge.
Nothing ean possilily be so bad an | in view of the situation s o0
the harrnr of grest anreness o | have warrsted it A Yes, Bir
which | spend moeh of mr time, | Feelle worda | 17 there bad been
1 ook apun death an pwerter fuced | any stronaer i the Enelish [z
than any frend | have tn the | guege | world have pul them m
wirld,  Life wonld be pleasant §f Q. Whai borror of grest dark-
1 roaid see that rebuils which ia | pesw did vou speud weck of voar
shattered. . But to live un the | timein ¥ A, [ don't Kuw; T ean-
sbiarp aed ragged edge of aamedy. | not define 11, nor deseribe it 1
remoiee, st despair, anc yet W | onlr Knuw that | am sl o
put on all the appesranes of se | yere profound darkness by times,
renity atd huppuess, cantet De | and resetions: just as, 8t the other
eodared mach iobger. cxtreme, | s Eobject G0 very

Nuthing eas poselile be oo bad | great exaltations. Mr. Bearte, 1
b e bartar ol greas dackoess (6 | did pot do Aght when 1 oswld, tie
ehich I eprsd much of By me. mont of e ume, [With grest

emotinn, | 1 Jived very pear to
G *hen, snd the most of my tice
1 hnd peace. Mot of my time |
was shove (¢« bat there were duve
in wheh midnight came ot mid-
cay, and & borter ol [TTY S N

———
THE TRIPARTITE AGREEMENT.

After turther explunations of another letter, which
was written in 4 depressed moud,and which contained
several Biblical quotatiops, Mr. Beecher's attention
was called to The Golden dgearticle, of which Mr, Til-
tou's letter embodying Mr. Bowen's churges against
Mr. Beecher formed apart. Mr. Deecher said that
previous to this interview in the Spring of 1874, he
bad never seen Mr, Tilton's lettor of Jun. 1, 171, 10
Mr. Bowen, although Mr. Moolton testified, (page 08,
Vol I, of Tue Tuincse's Reports, o pamphilet
form,) that be bad read 1t to him some time before
Jan. 10, 1571, This declaration, made in most em-
phatie language, and repeared iu twoor three forms,
made s decided gensation 1n court, for,on the theory
of the plaiotiff and according to the testimony for |
Mr. Tilton, Mr. Beecher was supposed to have had a
full koowledge of this document from the first
The issue of veracity between the defendaut and
Mr. Mounlten on this peint 1s very direet.

The continuation of the examination on this sub-
jeet led Mr. Beecher to Lis account of the part which
Le Lud taken in the arbiration and the Tripartite
Agreement following 1t Of the arbitration he had
beard very little. It was spggested to bim that it
wonld be wise for Mr. Tilton to have the difficulties
with Mr. Bowen submitted to the judgment of
others, and he had approved of the idea; but the
first he knew of the resnlt of the arbitration was
when the Tripartite Covenant was brought to him
for his signature. The whole attair, Mr. Decoher
testified, was mansged by others,

Mr. Beecher then testified in regard to a conversa-
tion which hie had with Mr. Tilkon in the Spring of
1 immediately after the latter had broken off his
friendly relations with Mrs, Woodbull, in conse-
quence of her cirenlating what was known as the
“Tit for Tat" letter, He contradicted Mr. Tilton's
aceount of this interview by denying that he himself
had then said that he thonght Mr. Tilton bad
done an nnwise thing in breaking off bis acqmaint- |
ance with her, pnd that there wus Do telling |
what she might do1f they became her enemies. Mr,
Evarts read a passage from Mr, Tilton's testimony,
concluding with the following declaration: * But I
say here, before God, that Mr. Beecher 18 as much
responsible for my connection with Mre. Woodbhnll
a8 1 am myself;” to which, almost before the reader
had fipished bis guestion, Mr. Beechor replied: "1
say before God that I was not responsible atalk
for it.”

eonld not andertake to do some
thisgs withemt brnring up the
whuie matier in snch & way that
that wugld be disciond. | conld
| not umdertake to slewr his eharsce
ter (m regard to his sentiseats on

By
e

e —
THE WOODHULL SCANDAL.

The parrative of the witness now turned to the
supposed attempts made by Mrs. Woodhull to black-
mml him. He bad a eall from an unknown old
gentleman one evening, not long before the publica-
tion of the Woodhull scandal, and his visitor told
him that there was something awful going to be

published about  bim.  What else ocenrred
between them was not  given, the plaiu-
tifi's wmide objecting, much to the disap-

pointment of the spectators, who thought, from the
humorous relish with which Mr. Beecher began de-
senibing his wisitor, that & new and amusing scene
was to be rehearsed. Mr. Beocher, however, was
allowed to testify that no blackmail was levied on
bim to prevent the publication, and that Lie udea
that the stranger had intended bluckmall was de-
rived from Mr. Monlton,

The first that Mr, Beecher knew of the publica-
tion of the Woodhull scandal was from Mr. McKel-
way. At that time Mr. Deccher, Mr. Moulton, and
Gen. Tracy ageecdithat it was best for him to keep
silent abont it. Subsequently, in the presence of Mr,
Mouiton, Mr. Tilton had taken Mr. Beecher's hands

and urged him to deny the stories everywhere, Mr
Beecher had svggested that the persons im-
plicated in  the scandal  would do  well
o join in o eard of deuial, but
nothing ever came of the propesition.  Mr.

Beecher contradicted Mr. Tilton's testimony in re-
spect to the propesed card in Tue TRIBUNE, stating
that the Woodhull seandal was oniv an outgrowth
of the seandalous stories set affoat by Mr. Bowen,
Nothing of the kind, Mr. Beecher testified, was
thought of or ;u;:wr-ml: nor bad the witness ever
told Mr. Tilton that since the publicution of that
story he had had no hope.

The narrative now reached December, 1872, when
Mr. Beecher and Mr. and Mrs, Tilton had a confer-
ence at Mr. Monlton's house, for the purpose of

ecoming to an_ a@reement on  separate cards
denying the Woodlull =~ scandal. p‘l'.llm. Til~,
el written  for  hes

ton  copi 4 _ca
by her husband.  Mr. Beecher then asked to see
Tilton's card, but Mr. Tilton deelined to snbmit
one, Mr. Beecher then put his in his pocket, de-
clining to contradict the story unless Mr, Tilton
joined 1n the deninl.  The testimony of the defend-
wnt in regurd to this interview was in 8irect con-
tradiction to that of Mr. Talton, who affirmed that
Mr. Beecher was wdllmm join Mrs. Tilton in a de-
nial, provided he bad Mr. Tilton’s word of bonor
that ha would not overturn the denial by publisb-
ing anything to the contrary.

THE PROCEEDINGS—VERBATIM.
—_———

A RESPITE GRANTED MR. CLEVELAND,
The Court met at 11, pursuant to adjourn-

ment.
Mr. Beecher waa recalled and the directezamination

resumed.,

good ae to attend yesterday apon the further conduct of
the examination of Mr. Cleveland out of court. but the
resuit at present of conslderation of the matter, in which
1oy learned friends eoncur, b Chat it will, perhaps, be bet-
tor in rogard to this witness that ho stroald be allowed an
opportunity to recover his strength and heaith by going
into the conntry, for tive or six days, or &0, i the bope
that he way then be able to be examined incourt; and
your Hunor's pbservaiion of tae wiliess, may perbape
conenr in that view as o suitable one,

Judiee Neilson—Thut (s my impression, Sir; he seems to

be momewhat improving, T think.
b Mr. Evarts—Yes, Sir, and with that view he wil
expect to return in » fow days—say by the mhildle
ol DexL week—either to take the stand, or o complete the
exanination, If ke is unable W eome into court, That
Is sntisfactory 1

Mr. Bescli—Yeu, Sir, that is satisfactory, although 1t
will v understomd, I suppose, that our conpureence in
that arrangement shull in uo senso operate as @ walver of
our right of eross- xanination,

Mr. Evarta—Olh, that we underatand. Mr, Cleveland I8,
and always hos been desirous of coming into court, and
wi have boen desitons that he sbould come fn, and our
Tewrned friends ot the other side patarally preter that be
should. We all wish thnt.

- ————
MR BEECHER AND THE STEINWAY HALL
MEETING.

Mr. Evarts—1 will direct attention to the last
question and answer, but it i not necessary that it should
B pepeated in the reconl After speaking of the meet l0g
with Mrs, Woodhall 4t Mr. Moulton's dinner table, you
were asked :

Now, when again did you ever see hert A. 1 think the
only tuie afterward that [ ever saw ber o Mk with
her was when she came to have me preside ar the Steln-
wny Hall meeting, in the Fall of 1871—Noyember, 1
thun®, if [ am not wistakeu.

Then we broke off the examination and adjourned.
Now, Mr, Beecher, will you say when and where that ia-
terview ocenrred? A, It took place in the morning of
the day ln which sbe delivered her addreds at the Stein-
way Hall, and took place i the front clntuber, of secomnd
story front room, of Mr. Moulton's Louse,

¢, Who were present! A, She and L

Q. And at any part of the interview were others pres
ent? A. Nou, Sir; Inareated the interview to others aiter
ward,

. What passed between youl It s not pecessary (0 £0
into detalls,

Mr. Morris—Onjected to.

Mr. Evarts—What wus the snbleet of that [uterview,
and Liad It dany relation 1o the matter between you and
Mrs, Tilton or Mr, Tilton or Mr. Moulton 1 A. Tt had ref-
ervoce entirely to presiding ac the Steinway Hall meet-
ing. T had an interview with her perhaps of twenty
minutes, when she left, and T went down stairs and guve
an secount of the interview to Mr. Muuiton and Mr.
Tiiton, .

Q. Very well. Now, Twill ask you—my learned fricnds
will determine whether theg will admit it or not—to state
what ocourred hetween you and Mrs, Woodbuli

Mr. Morris—We ohject to it,

M, Evarts—Did vou afterward state it to Mr. Moulton
and Mr. Titom, vr elther of themi A, I did, botlof
thent.

Q. When! A, Tmmediately after the interview.

Q. At Mr. Monlton's hotse ? A, Yes, Sir.

Q. What hud beenme of Mrs, Wooddhull 1 A, 1
got into o coach and went to New-York.

Q. Befope this=before you had the conference with
these others § AL T think that was i, Sir.

Q. Very well; at aoy rate ehe wad not present? A,
No, 8ir; slie had gone.

Q- She was not preseut at the interview ! A. Iefther
then immediately—it was lmmedialiely —

(. Now, Fou tuny state what you sall to Mr, Tilton and
Mr. Moulton on the subjeet? A, I snid thut shie met me,
with some formality, and sald in substance that she Wad
engaged In an unpopular cause, sud thut she felt that
ahie had o right fo the srmpathy of progressive men, aod
that she desired to make anexposition of her sentiment<
that night fu a publie leeture, and wished that 1 should
preside af the meering. 1 told her that even in respoct
to causes that were very near to my bheart [ very sildom
allowed myself 1o preside in public mectings, and that 1
dil not sce any reason why Isbould mako un exeoption
i her case. Bhe sabd that she was conducting a kind of
forlorn bope; It was not that phrase, but it was an enter-
prise o wiieh she, ss o wolan, was lnboring for o bertor
state of things in soctety ; that I was aware of her deds,
and that [ sympathized with them, and that she thonght
1 ought to give my assistance in the thne of the winoriry
of the eause. Ireplied to her thAE in so far as her senti-
nyents wers coneerned on suffege Tdld sympathize with
her, not in a1l the argumenta employed, batin the general
end: that [ woa in faver of woman's suffrage, but
that #o far ae her ldeas upoen soelnl mattérs were con-
eerned, withont pretending o be well informed on the
sirbifect, 80 far as [did ktiow or anderstand her views, I
did pot acree with then.  She hunded mue a large roil, if
I recollect right, o printed paper, and said that she
wished I woalid pegd that over, amd 1 should there see
what her views were, [ touk the roll in my hand; the
conversation went on; she urged me by varlous consid-
crations to withdraw my dental snd to preside. T told
ber that [ conld not under any clroumstaneces ; Tutterly
refused t0 do spy such thing She then charged me
with cowardice ; that T was afrald to lose my influence ;
and that I was afrad o avow my sentiments. I told ber
that [ had no sentiments that 1 was afraid to avow; and
a8 to the churge of cownndiee, [aupposed Tmust lie noder
that imputation o ber judgoment ; and that, in various
torms, turued over und over and over, was the lnterview,
when I rose, nud =he rose, and T walked townrd the door,
and slie walked after me toward the door, [shook
hands with her there, snd she went out, Oun
narrating this to Mr. Moalton, he disagreed: be Enld,
e was very sorry; he thought I had lost o @reat chanee
to ally that woman to my—to friendliness, triendly féel-
ing; and I sadd to lim: T eannot preside at suel 8 meet-
ing; 1 will not identify myself with any of thuse move-
ments: Twill sor.” Well, [ dido't need to do that, he
eadd; Idido't noed to do that: it was an opportunity—
it was an opportunity to show my admiration, or ratler
wy principles i favor of frecdom of diseussion of all
sublects, and he made some such expression s this: that
fur me, tor Henry Ward Beechier, to preside ot the publie
meeting in which was discussed 3 great sochal revolution,
whaether be did or did not belleve in it i part orim whole
would go out over the madon, and it would be o sublime
exatuple, Thnt was the subsiges of 1L

Q. How did the matter ewd, ps between yoo and Mrs.
Woodhiull, in respect to the definitetiess or tinulity of your
rotusal | A, T wade it absolute, and sbe knew It was ub-
suiiite.

Q. Was there anything of this kind, as left by yon with
ber, or stated by you to Mr. Moulton or Mr, Tilton, Ut
you did not positively decline, but did not sco Low you
could do it; nevertheless, if during the afternoon you
cume to o different conclasion, rou would go and preside
A, No, 8ir; there was nothing of that sort. ¢

Mr. Beach—Oue moment. Yom put it whether, as o
eurring between himself and Mrs. Woodhull, or as stated
to Tilton and Moulton. The first brunch of that li—

My, Evarts—Well, did yon state to Mr. Titon and Mr.
Moulton, or sither of them, a8 & part of or the conelusion
of your interview with Mrs. Woodbull, that you left it in
that way—that you did not positively decline, but did not
seo how you could do {t; nevertheless,if during the after-
noon you came to & different conclusion, you wimld go
and preaide 1 A No, Sir; that is aitogetlier & mistake,

AT IR
FAMILIAFITIES BEI'WEEN MRS, WoODHULL
AND THE MOPLTONS,

Q. Now, on either of these oceasions of
meeting Mre, Woodhull at Mr. Moulton's house, i you
ohserve anything in regard to cordinlity or tumiliarity
I the interconrse between Mrs. Woodliull sud Mr. Titon,
Mr. Moultou, and Mrs. Monlum? A, T did.

@ Which oceurrence wus thae! Ao I think I was
the chnmubir when Mrs. Woodhull came to doner.

Q On the oceasion of the dinner? A, Yos,

Q Who was in the chamber then! A, Iidon't know
that any person wis, unless it was Mes. Moolton: [ have
au lmpression that she was there, and we were talking:
Mrs. Woodhull cume in; Mrs, Moulton went up to t;ﬂ'
aud kissed ber, and afterward Mr. Monlton came fo, and
he went up and also Kissed her, shaking hands very cor-
dially sod plessantly.

Q Did Mr. Tiiton come? A, T have an impression that
he did, but 1 have not so distinet o recollsetion of shat;
1 can see Mr. Mowlton dolng it

Q. Very well. Now, Mr. Beecher, in this interview that
you had with Mrs. Woodhull, in refercues to the Stein-
way Hall meeting, wis there in that conference, or
during that interview, any referenee on your part, or any
reference on Mrs. Woodliil's part, to your doing as she
desired fn counection with any dificulties, or afalrs, or
position of your own? A. Not in the Interview; lu the
letter that she sent to me there was,

. Mr. Beach—0One moment ! one moment !

Mr. Evarts—Well, no matter about the letter.

the nterview 1 No,

——til———— —
MRE. WOODHULL'S LETTERR TO MR
BEECHER.
Q. Now, Mr. Beecher, did you receive letters
from Mrs. Woodhull 1 A, T did,
Q At what times and how many 1 A. T received one
in respect to going to Washington to speak at & mesting
of women i fuvor of suffrage, during the session of Con-

think she

Not in

she mmplicity which marked all of bis cxplapations,

Mr, Evaste—1f your Honor please, your Honar was so

grees. )

Q. Do you remember what year? A Tt was—T can
tell, with your permission, Sir. [Reforring to memoran-
dum.]

) Perhops thisf—here s n letter of 24  Jannary,
172, from von to Mr. Moniton, which = in rvidenes 1
[Manding witness o letter.] A, Tt wasin the winter—I
weus hesitatine whether it was the Winter of 1570 or
Epring of 1972,

Q. You mean the Wintoro? 12711 A. T'meant 1671, or
the Bpring of 172,

Q. 1% that the lettor which yon now #peak of as having
been receivid (oot Mrs. Woodliull—is the littor of bhors
to which yon refer fn your letier to Mr. Moulton, umd
which you refer to and send him in your letter of Janu-
ary, 18721 [Manding letter to witness,] A. I8 it whst,
Sirt 5

Q. Ta the letter that yon are now speaking of as having
been reeclved by you from Moe. Woodhull the letter
which you now refer to tn your letter to Mr, Moulton of
the 24 of January, 18721 A, No, 8ir.

Q. Very well, Then we will pursue that Inguiry In con-
neetfon with this paper, Yon are speaking of the lotter
of sulfraget A, The lotter of November, 1871,

Q. Was not the Stelnway 1Tall letter about prosiding at
Stetnway Hallt A, Yes, Sir.

Q. You were jnst now speaking of a letter asking you
to go to Washington t A, That was In Jannary.

Q. That bs the lottor Tam desiring to talk about? AT
nnderstood yon to ask me if the lotter T gppke of o mo-
ment ago, wolunteering, was the lotger that accampanied
ber invitation, or waa in answer to which [ answered
about the Washington speech.

Mr. Evarts—No,

The Witness—Then [ misunderstood you.

Mr. Beach—That was the question,

. Mr. Evarts—Nao,

Mr, Dinch—The question was whether the letter in
referonion to the Waslinston speech was the one he re-
ferred to in the letter to Mr. Monlton ¥

The Wiiness—I wos mistaken, for whichever letter he
aaked me abont T thought it waa the other.

Mr. Evarts—You wern speaking of n lotter you re-
erived on the subject of your going to Washington! A
Yes, Bir.

Q. Now, was that letter of Mzs. Woodhnll to you the
one thut you refer to in thai letter to Mr. Moulton 1
[Handing witness o letter. )

Me, Sheartmmu—Januacy 211

The Witness—1 sew 3 yos, 8ir,

Mr. Evarts—The letger refurrod to i Exhibit 42, Now,
youdid reeelve o letter to regard o the Steinway Hall
mecting alsol A Idid,

. The date of Mra, Woodhnll's letter was somewhere
netie the date of this letter of yours to Mr. Moultun, was
itnott A, Yon mesn the Wishington letier?

. The one you refer (o o your letter to Mr. Moulton 1
A. Yes, Sip; Dibdukoit was the day before, or the same
day.

. Very well, Now, we will go to the Bteinway Hall
meeting.  Wiat wis the dato of that! A November; If
you will tell we the date of the—

Q. Was it the date of the mecting ! A. [ got the letter,
1 think, befors,

Ay, Marris—The 20th; the meeting of the 20th ¥

Q. What wis the time that you recelyed that letter—
how pear the meeting! A, The thest lotter wis withiu o
day or two days, [ eannot say which,

Q. Before the meooting § A, Bofore the meeting,

. And had reference o that meoting? A, It was en-
plrely aliout that meeting,

Q. Did you receivi any other from her? AL T did,

(- At what timet A, It wus later tha o elther of these;
was in the year 1872, [ think.

Q. Wan it after, or about the time of the publication of
what s known us the Wondhnll seandal T A, Not o gread
while before thut; it was the Autnmn of 1872 some b,

My, Evarta =Tt bs already in evidenes,

The Witness—Ol, no: It wis Jone 3,

My, Evarts~Mr, Morris, My, Shearman thinis it 18 not
in evidenee.

Mr. Morrts=It I in evidence,

Mr. Evarte—If it 16 we will take it op,

Tho Witness—T call it the Gllsey House letter,

Mr. Evarta—It 18 dated ot the Gilsey House,

The Witness—1 doubt if it is dated thers,

Q. Thia letter was some time n the Summer of 1
wasitnot! A, Juneof 1872,

Q. And with tlese exceptions—these three littera—dld
you roeelvn auy other letter from ber? A, No, Sir.

. Now, Sir, how many and whit letters did yon write
to her, and what dates 1 A, [wrote to her In roply to hee
Washington lettor of Jan, 2, anid T replied o the Gilsey
Honse lottor—the letter Leall the Gllsey House, beciuse
it was & letter on that suliject,

@, The ketter In June, 15721 A. Yes, Sir,

Q. And the Steinway Hall letter—waa there any writ-
ten reply to that 1 A, No, Sir; [had an interview. &

——
MR. BEECHER DEPLORES THE STR MARMA-
DURKE POEM.

Q. Aninterview followed. Now, Mr. Deechiers
do you remember the oceurrence in the Fall of 1571, the
publication of & short poem by Me, Tllton nnder tig ol
e of * sie Marmaduake's Masings 1 A, Tdo,

Q How did you become sware of that publication
A. Isaw it tn the newspapers.

Q. Very near the tizne of is issue 1 A, Tauppose 80 ; 1
don't know,

Q. Now, Sir, did you have any eonversation with Mr.
Moulton afterward concerniug that publication ! A, Yes,
8ir,

Q. And how did that ariee, and where! A, I don't
know; it ewtme up i the course of some vI8iL oF couversa
tion,

Q. What was said between you about it A Tealdl
thouzht 1t was o dastardly letter: it wias an i1 bird that
fonls its own nest; and he said he thoneht himself it wis
very olyectionable ; he didn't attempt to muke an apology
for it.

Q. Did yom in any Interview with Mr, Monlton wher:
this pulilleation waa the sulject of talk, sy to him that
it almost broke your beart to read it or that you con-
sldered it vistually o telling of tife story of yourself and
Elizabeth ! A, No, 8ir; 1did not tell him that

Q. Did you say auything bearing apon that point? A,
I did.

Q. What did yon say 1 A. Teald that it hiroke my heart
to see anch things sald, bringing Elizabeth’s name out in
such a wiy before e world ; it was an arrow shot at her.

Q. Now, did yon have any converastion with Mr. Til
ton nbout this “Sie Marmaduke's Musinga " A, Tdow’s
recollect any.

-y
T

- —

MR TILTON REFUSES TO RETURN TO PLYM-
OUTH CHURCH.

Q. In the month of December, 1871, do you
remember the anhject coming up between youraelf gnd
Mr. Tolton in any interview us to s retizing from Plym-
outh Chureh! A, [do,

Q. Where was that interview held? A, I don't know,
Sir; Tonly remember the conversation.

Q. Now, will you state what passed hetwren you af
thut pertod and on that subject, or at any conversaton
ralsed in which that subject was spoken of I A Mr. Til-
ton complained to me that thers was an anfriendly feel-
ing manifested by wy friends toward bin, wnd thonght
thist—he blamed me in a degree for it. That wis only &
part of many and frequent conversations aft that time,
They ran along from time to time, T liad undertaken to
Ao what T could to restore M, Tilton to the cordinl good
will of my ehureh.

Mr, Beach—It scems to me. 8ir, that these declartions
are not responsive to the question, and are grnerul ex-
pressions which are not titing evidence.  What passed
in the eonversation 1

Mr, Evarta—They are only introductory to what did
piies in the conversstions. [To the Witness.] What did
piass between you and My, Tiltou=what Bt prasseed e
tween you and Mr, Tilton on the mbject of thewestorn-
tiom of good feeling toward Mr. Titon tn the chuared, If
anything? Ao Tl sald to Mr. Tilton that I eonld not
hold myself table for the op nud prejudioes
which had existed beYorehund, founded on lke or dis
like of him: that I could not be responsible for them :
that, however, T felt datisfied that the beginning mur-
murs and complaints in the church might all of them
have been oversindghed and removed, If he felt hix wuy
clear to come back, as he used to do, and take part in the
Affairs of the chureh, and show a cordial feeling toward
the members; and in one of our interviews he showed, |
thought, o leaning that way, 8ir, and inspired in me some
hope that it might come to pass. Tn such condition [ said,
1 think I may guarantee to you a weleoms that will ser
you high and dry sbove ull these sunoyances.” At a
later conversation, when be seemed disinelined, Targed
hum again to take his letter, bat be said be didu’t con
wider him-self & member,

Q What do you mean by his taking his letter? A
Tauking » dismisslon to sume other churel by letter; but
he said he hud not for o long time considersd himsell o
member of the chureh.  Very well; 1 saked him then to
communicste that fact to the chureh. He sald be conld
not do that. T aald, * You can announee ; you don't need
to auk ; you simply can announce that you are not a mwem-
teer, and then the further action of the chureh will ratify
that ;" but he declined.

Q During what period of time, 8o fur as you recall, did
these conversations on this tople extend! A. Ouo the
particular chureh relation

@ Yes, this matier of either restoring or dissolvjng his
relations with e churchi A Ob. I showd say they Fas

on through fwo or three months ; my general recollection
1a that.

OTHER NARRATED ' CONVERSATIONS D
N .

Q. Now, Mr. Tillon has given a narrative
of an Intarview which he pata inthe early part of Decoi
ber, 1571, at Mr. Monltou's study, whem Fom cnime thirn,
and this sabjeet of ptiring from the ohnreh wis spoken
of us stated by him in detatl.  In that inter view he sags
that you in the conversation wsed these words, oc the sCl-
stagee of them :

Thatin view of the events of the Summer and Fall, by

o publication of the Woudiull sketab (5 sappose b anat
thi Life], and my presilingat the Steinwag Tl et
ing, wid tie btide poemn ealled 8t Maomdnge's

Musings,” thers Rad grown up in the chireell a fecting on
the part of the  membors and beadeon thad LG
boen an Jutonse  Splritaalist, that I Dad wial)
abandonsd tie orthodox faith, aml that T hed not at-
tended the ehureh for 8 Fear or noarly two years, and
bandled up aml dowo Fhe emne

My Dol Wis hg:m? Wi
mitnlty, they TeIt thal, o o cburcl, thire sliguld be svi
Inipuiry @ tnto the matter,

And then o sy s this:

Mr. Boeclier snld: Yon know, Theodore, how deeadfino
and distressing this i o my feolings, partienbarly as |
understund Buw yorl Lave cot 1050 our direpute; bt
what can [ o) “How ean T oxplaln to my church e
berst They are erowding me an every hamd,

Now, dird any snch conversntion as that fakes plaes ha
tween you and Me, Titon ! A, Not between me and Mr,
Tilton, 8ir.

Q. Now, 8ir, In this conversation, or In any cenversi-
tion about his fixing in one way or the other s relations
with the ehurch, did you suy thisto him or did be sy
this to you

Mr. Beeehor, in referenen to any criticisms mads npon
o beesse | have wade o sketeh of Mes, Woorlauii's ifo
or presided at o pnble weeting on ler belall, Yo kaew
perfectly well the reasons thnt have led me roda i, and
you hnve no right to mady these reasons o Bt 0 uy
alle now, :

Dil he say anything of that kind to youl A Not w
word, or anything Uke It

. Now, 8lr, was there any sonversstion, #ither ns part
of the inteeview thai T have pallad your sttontion to, o
narrated by Me, Tilton, or lo ekis period in wideh Le
spoke of denling with any offenso at the itk vorsis
colliod * Sl Murnumluke's Masings" saying:

Yon have only to treat it as o farmer treats a ue
slutelt It in your Hght hand and ernah (1t hondlc |
put it fato The ¢ hrition Undon, or renl It At yonr |
inecting ; trent it 400 D bevn written by M.

£ by gote of your friends; trest ws 6 was o walicr et
diangerons to yon at all.

Wus thers any conversation or sugzoation aof that
kind as to the treatment of (01 A, No, 8tr, nothinge,

Q. Now, dld thees oceur s o part of thisinterviow, or
during this perind of conversation, anything ke this, us
stated by Mr, Tilton

A# to the oaly romalning thing—my retirement from
the chureh—set rid of that in this way s < Say Lol yoa

 yeur and & lalf a0, as Ldid at one of my eariiest futer
viows, that [ bad then abandomed the ehaeeli; 1L is
Known s o macter of thot that [ Luve never @ 1

threshold of the church sthee then : acsutie o

takee tuy notae from the roll, or have 4 new poll printed,
with my marie omitted. 110 I8 dangerais to v e
tlom to the fact that oy ate is dere, get cid of 187

A, No, Sir,

AMr. Evarts—THd be of this interview or in way ioter-
views on this subject, at about this period, say that I Lis
asked for o dlsmlassl or wrote s lester on e suliiect, I
will lmpugn what T huve boea doing for the lust year anid
 half; anid, therfore,” ns g says e sald to you, * you
will remember distinetly ©lobd yon [ would never again
cross the throshold of your elureh.” Now, sir, did Le
make any latement of that kiad to yout A, Nu, olr; be
did not,

. Now, 8ir, in stating any reasons why he could not
consistently ask for any Wites of disuissal, daring either
this special conversstlon, nd Le nareates it or during thie
conyersations at this peetod an thie subjeet of s relsvons
to the chureh, did be say this a8 wmong the regsons why
L el ot conststenily sk for o letier of disnusaul :

Yot put your res t'to meon Uie ground that my
viows are d/ferent from those of my chibliood. Cerialg-

ly they wmre. But allow e remind yon that
my views are not different  from the Views of
many wembers of your chureh in Wl staml-

ingg, T i not mose radical inoany of iy views
than Descofl Freeland or Mr. Clattin or any other tiem-
ber 10 good standing m your elimeh ; and b woald he s
fdseliood o sy that [ must potiee from your elurel
beensttse of any lberality in my religlous views, ** (o,"
sidil, * your chureh 14 well imown theoughout Chirtsten-
ioan as being an asvium for sl looseress ail Tiberadity
of Uliriatian views: and If [ retics from your charch, pae
thmlarly na eritloisms have been miule asitiss e far
vorgina towaril Lberulity of Christiun senthment, [n"-.lp'.-
will aa), well, i Thoodore has grown so loose aned el
in Lds views thit be muston gt gocoant eave Py mogta
Cliureh, wherv, then, will he gu ™

Did b present views,or argbmonts of gt klud to you!
A, Never—purely o, the whole,

Q. Do you rememn we, a4 i part of this conversation, or
ot this disenssioa abont terminating bis relatoos to the
olinvel, bis say ing auythiog of this Kind:

My viows are liberal enough to entitle me ta

aal o let-

[:;umzmmuuhem peage for me sny more (o
this life.” Ind you use any of that kind ¥ A.
1 don't know hut [ drew a long bireath, bat the roat of it
I think, s unaginary. [ certalnly sald to him that {
shionld ke thai book if it was & quirting book, Tor that
Lt wiss the claes of books, 0wing to the excesslve ooru-
potlon threagls which | weat, that I had sought fur ; that
whenver | was frettod or wearled nothing rested me 0
ikl e o Ll G i e Do Tocguevidio's Lettems, oF
sosie book that Lad tiak Cdapn of prace-ineitiLg.

() Now, ns purt of either of these copversaloga il e
sty to you—after saying to you, * (1o on with your work;
Lisve RO aips MLUsIGs ou Iy account”—did be any
Mo 0 cogtersation i be sy  this:
COF conrse my ansicty 8 not for your saleiy, it in for
Elizaboth's; bat in pretocting Edsabath 0 nece nearly
aldell you* Was that apart of clther of Wi cunyersa-
Lonst A. No. &7 nof a word ke it

MI. BEECHER CUT 10 THE HEART DY MR
MOULTON'S COLDNESS.

(3, Now, Mr. Beechor, soon after this inter-
view in the cars yom srpate o letter to Me, Moulten pefer
Aog to i [Rhowing witiess wietter] Tbe loster of
Fob. 35,1572, Have you ncopy of it bere? A 1 bave it
eoplisl,

(. Beforr wyiting this letter to Mr. Mouiton of Feb. 5,
(<72, o tong rter, had anything possod between you
LA My, Moatton wineh tuduced or ked you to write wt
A. Yea, 8ir.

€} How il tha? oeenr, and what wasit! A, [ went om
a Saturday moruing over to the otiloe W e Mr. Moaiton ;
1t haed been a trombloos time feom week to week all along
there; things were breaklng out: [ went to see im on
some une of these ocenslons, 1 st fur some longih of
tinie—some [ithe time before ho eame in. amd when ho
came In he did 0ot s me—on purpose—and went about
Tls Basiness, continging for—Kept me waiting for & eon-
\ of tme, and then gave me rather
b ocokd wlilon: he was pussing out and I
ot up aml weul out  with hin—1 mast say
1 foreed myseif on Liw; e wos very distaut; he weerond
aure neachy o the moed of anger with me tn § bad
oo rseen hin e fore, ad when | entered inio sowwe eon-
versation with hlin Lo wus very abrapt, aiid wven more;
I et to make some e plaation to b uf Mr, Tilton's
deznaids npon mo (ks 1 should—thst 1 was oot finfilimg
(he understanidiog aod the intent of var eordial agree-
ment, wnid that wy fricods wers also dolog me » Kreat
denl of damage—Me, Tilton's representation by—doing
Lim & ereat doal Lojuliclonsly, too; Mr. Muaiton pepliod
with s tone thit was cutling o sue—ihe sulwtance of i
wis It wiss very weil for mae thiast [ had all thut | wanted—
wealth, and & lowe, and & chwreh, und my Gends=It
was very well for me o sbight or pay bttle rogand W Mr.
Tilten's comditien and foclings; that be was wiilout sup-
port; that he was salloning puverty; thint b waa Dedig
injured by those that were fNattering we, and he
bore down with suise soverity upon e (o the watter;
the conversation was peculiasly trying to me; [ was
goltg to be whweni Lhe whole of the uext week, | proschied
ot Sunday, bat ou Moudey morning 1 wis in & profenud
rouction, Ustadly Ldo wot feel the elfect of e vacticn
£l Monday night or Tuusday, it atsll, but on Monday [
ws Lt & profotad metion, sud T feit T eould not go off
and be gone o week withent eloaring mysel! in the cowrt
of bonor for the fulllment of every obilgation that [
had assmed. I determined that T would pive him sach
alotter 40 would moke him foel to Wis luncrmost man
that [ had done wiab s man ought o do for s friend in
tronble, and under that condition T wrote thin letter
which may be vonsldersd 15 an exhibit—my exhibit of
whint T hisd done foe the lost year for Theodore and of my
fecling of willingness to do whatever mipht become @
mun to il every ob!satton that [had ool o every
plodgn of everything that love, friendship, or Gdelity
coulid perquire of o man: T wis thosoughly indgnant w

be reproached for infidelity,
M. Evirta—1 will now rond this letter, as T wish to sak

FUL S0Lk (UENT 008 upni e sliyoel.

atderatie

e

————
MR BEECHER ON THE * RAGUED EDGE?
LETTER.

The Witness—Yon vannot understund it un-
Jess you understand exaetly the seadualls acenmulating
eirenmetancen precodte which are the text of it

Mr. Evarts—| Reading.]

Montay, Fer, 7 1872,

My Dear Friexn: [leave town toalay, and espact in
pass through frow Pluladeipiie e Sew-llaven. i skl
not be bee till Friday.

About two weelis ao T met T. o the ears, going to n.
He was kind, W e talked mucis At the end be fold mo
Lo 20 00 Wik s wourk without the leasi upnzety, iu so
tar a8 his foelings and aetivns were the occasion ol appre
B nisinmn.

0 returning home from New-Haven (where | am three
days 1ot woek, deily i oolrsr of lecuins o Lo
thiologiend studental, L touml n now frion B, saying that
T, telt hised towared toe, and Wes golng to sco oF wrile me
before leaving for the West,

Whom did you refer to auder the nital E1 A Eliza-

ter of dismissal from un orthodox Congregational church,
bt they'ure too Hberal to allow me th ren
stamiding tn the chorehy and on that gronml [ ennnet sk
anv dismigsal—har they aes not too Hbernl 10 allow me Lo
Peinain b guod stamding o the wbureh, (your churen, [
suppose b means—y out hieel, Plywoutl [
on that gronnd 1 cannot agk any dismissal,

Q. Do yon remember his atating anything of that kind !
A. Tremember that Qe d1d not,

€ Now, this 15 also given asapurt of the argnmenta-
thon o the sulyjeet

Farthermore, [
mequber T hove by
and o half, stlil my
o Eheie nomes are on the poll, and 1 1 retiee
chupeh lewving them i thele mean e . it will nor pro-
diee upon the public the hupression that family dis v ad-
Fiew hiwe boen oliersted, but that family diffeultica
hgve been ereaieil

Q. Do you rememier any statement of that kind? A
No, Sir; there wiks no such—no suek diseassion.
.

titon gayw,] although you must re-
phaelit finm yout chureh for o year
wife and danghters romnin membees,

—————

THE INTERVIEW IN A RAILROAD TRAIN.

Q. Mr. Beecher, do you remember an ocei- |

sion of meeting Me. Tllton (B @ trip on a—on bonrd the
curs ikt Speiugtioll, Mass,, or on that rowd! A, I do.

. Whon was that! A. [ think it wus (o Janwicy of
1572 samewheres in that aelghborhomd

Q. Please state, Mr, Beecher, how that Interviow arose,

and when it wast A. [ wos leaving Springtield for Bos- |

ton: bad not been a great while ont befors, sitting not
far from the middle of the ears, Tfelt some one luy his
hand on my shoulder, and, looking arouad, it was Mr.

Titon: and 1 was very much sueprised and said, © How
Hi- sald that e had been keoturing the |
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nleht before tn, T think, Pittatlold, or some place hack om
the road, and had eome pight on after lectaring and took
the morning truin to Boston; e had an engagermegt in
that vielnity; sat down by my side. We entered into
some elint about leeturing, what be waa leeturing on,
what engagements he had in New-Englund, and how
mieh Be mesnt to go ont, and all that Kind of eonversa-
tlon: and thit led insensibly to n conversation about
Afiirs ot home, bis wife's health and childeen, We
tallked very pleasontly, foe fie wis in one of his graclous
movds, and he said, toward the vlose of the conversation.
that if it would e any plessure, be should be very hinal
s have e wislt at bis howse, Just s 1 lad done lu former
tmes—make 1t o kind of home to myself, that was the
b, atl peciups talked ton or fifteen miodtes with me
in that way. He then went back to his sear, and after Wit
passed Brooktghd, [rhink it woas, [thought it was propes
to poturn the eall, and went o8 weenme in, snd sat down
Iy s side i bisseat,  fle was writing; Dasked liim what
he wis wriling, amd o sald bis editorinds; and then |
questioned bim s to weether be eondd write m the covs,
and whether it was not bad for bis eyes, sod whetlier be
eoulit think, and all that kind of liteeary ebit-clist,
He bnd a book whleli e seemed occasionnlly to be look-
(e fato, aud L asked bim what It was. and be sald it wos
John Woolman's Lfe, 1 s ashamed to say it was the
first time 1 had ever heard of it and [ asked what It wis,
He sald it wos une of the most charming bovks—of oo
of the most charmmg men that ever lived, he thought,
and made some remark expressive of the serenity and
the peacefulyess of  (hat man's deture, aud the
effoet  that It had upon him; and I sald,
wWell, it that I8 the kind of book, T mean to have it,”
and T went on to speak about the peeuliar effect which
vertudn classes of hooks had on my mind, qaiw ladepen-
dent of the uhility of them, or the line of thought, soyiug
that I thought ib was perhiaps a transfused magnetism
from the natore of the mon himsel? that happened to
agree with mine—mentioned De Toequeville’s Letters,
and Arnold's writings, Matt. Arpold and some others,
and sam T shonld e very glad to get any book that would
wdid to wy very litele libracy of peaoe ; and after that
conversition ran along half an bour—louger than the
other, T thiuk Thoat was the substance of that lnter-
view.

Q. Lo that conversation wus anything sald by you as
to your purpass of getting this book 1 A, Yes, die; and
Liid get i st pecommend every g to get (6, smd
reamd 103 10 s o besutiful book.

Q. Inthis mierview, or either of these interviews in
the cars, did you say anything of this kind, when you
wsked Lito what he was wriling, or o consection wibh
what he wus writing, that you boped it waa not another
Sir Marmaduke's poem | A, No, sir; 1 don't think [
ever made on allusion to that to him.

Q. Now, 8ir, l refercnce to this book of John Woaol -
wan, kis lite, [ snppose—Life of Jolin Woolman ; in that
connection, or in thet comversalion, did you say anything
or do auything of this kind—[reading] “ He"” [that
14 yowself] “diew » Jong  brewth snd suid
» fountain of pence | Tell me whero i¢ i ; I want todrink
of it” And then he replied : * If thare i prace—" and

then you continued : * If there ln pesce io this hol.hJ

Hoavea's name [ must read it, for | have como lo the oon-

n tn good |

larvh,] soud
|

from the |

beth.
| Q Mrs, Tiiton ! A. Mrs. Tilton.
| wsle kimdly sdded "—uow couce @ qaoiation fram bee
lstter, auppose | A Yes, Sir

Mr. Evurts [rensding }—

* Do ot becast down,
the Gl lp whom we
know you do amd s v

I bear this almost always, bk
t il delaver us wli safely, |
e atmdantly to leip bin, and

1 wlno know your el supwenis,t Thise wepe wopdsof

wurnine, bl also of cotselation; for 1 bolieve F. s bu-
| Joyved of Godd, aned thit Het prayers Ior i aic soener
heard than mins fur myself or for ber.  But 11 soems that
 chnnge bigs vome to 1, sinee [ saw him in ihe enrs—io-
| deod, over siuoe Ue D felt pose inietis Iy the fured of
tie foviimg in suelety aod e Bumilintons which enyiou

| bis enterprise,
| The Witness—* Limitations."
|, Mr. Evarts—* Huudiations”—it should be * lmiia-
| tons” AL think it should be * Hmitarions.™

e Yes, this tsa unspriot in die ovidened——
| whleh environ his enterpriss : ho
wine 1
| [ belleve you bave participaicd

And the Hmitations
haa growingly foli comi Ll o power W belip

2

Ualij, sallia

didl ot e
this feeling,

How Lad s learned or gatned the impression that
Mr. Moulton pattiecipated o that fecing! @ Wed, £
tliink I hud oevasion to on Saturdey before.

. That you reterred ol A, Yes, 8i5

Mr. Evasta [reading}—

It 1s natursl you shoull. T, is Bearer to you than 2
ean be, He s with youn. Al bk trlais Be open to your
eye dally. But Ieec you but seldom, and ny peisonal
relptions, envirouiw nwecesakies, Limi Llis, e,
| amd perplexitles W rutitnol sec o imagioe, 100 b not
gone throngh this stent yeer of sorrow, | would nof ave
| helieved that any one oouid Pass LHrongl wy e Xperi ios
and be alire or sune. .

The Witness— Al sane.”

Q@ Awid wane,” Well, ™ and sane * therv,

| Reading. |

T have bven £l
one of Winioh peqaired
foventive or arlginatl

1. The g $elinrel.,
U The wewsjiapcr.

3. The banl:,

The thest T eonld nesther get ont of nor slight. The “sen-
witiveness of so DAY Gl ey preople woulld bave nusdle siy
appearsien ol ouble oF sy Femiaslon of fuloe all (4vie
ston of akarm and uotioe, and Bave eXoited, Wied i1 Wi
impurtant that rumers should die and everything be
TUTH RN

The Witness-- Where,” T think, Stir,

Mr, Beaeli—* Whore” lustoad of * when.”

Thus Wittess— Would bave excited where it was 10-
portant that ramors—"

Mr. Evarta—" Whese '—well, it scema a very imperfect
priut. L]

e Wilness—Thers 19 an elislon i the seLicuce—
w wouhl have excited 0 quavters whepe—"

Mr. Evarts [reading j—

The powspaper 1 did roll off, doingz bt littie exerpt give
general divetlons, amd n so doing [ was coutinuaily
sprurred and eslorted by those 1o wterest. It could wud
et Bl

The * Lite of Christ,” long Jdeluyed, had tocked np the
eapital of the tirm, wnd wis Ukely to sink them—fini
it st b, W Wi burt of sicl soiuw as tha
was ! The interdor history of it will never e written.

During all this time you, Uterally, were sll my stay and
comgort, 1 shoukd Love fullen on the wey bot for the
contage which you ltspied and the bope wlich you
brethesd.

My vieation wos profitable, Teame back, hoping that
thie Litterneas of dvakh wes wod, But T s trocblve
Brought back the clond, with even scveres sufferiug.
For all this Full snd Winter § ave felt that you did oot
foul sutistbed with me, and thet L seemed, both o yon
and T, i conteniiing mysf with a eantions or sl
wnciy. willing to save wyself, but vot to risk woy
fur 1.

Had yon observed any such indication on Mr. Moul-
ton's pust to which you there refer? A T hod: nothing

thast-—~it culminsted in that.

Q In that imterview—— A [ tried to make mywelf
thiuk that it was my impression, but on that Saturday’s
mterview [ gave interpretation o all the inlerviews
golng before from time to time,

Q. Through what period do yon mean? A T mesn
from the period of three oF four wonths, or more, LYor
since—untll after september, at any rate.

The letter proeceds: |Reading |

T have ngain uudullnmudmthhmiwr

T was truly Hable to such feeling, and the pesponse bs uu-
wynivoeal that 1 a No man van see the difficultics

utﬁ m"mt%nmlml;. chureh - dh:mll i simple
t e 8 on

w -'n—bus whwmhmﬂ“Mdun

pressing uie, each one with his keen 1Lk, Ul ADEies

ty, or geal; to see tondencies w 'ma

moutnmma‘t.md-.: bmpl

SRR S
yanMﬂm-mmﬂ

Now, Bir, what occasions, or subjects, or suspicion, or
anxlety, or slarm, or disturbanes, did you refer to in this
passage! A. Lreferved to the anxiety which I bad, them

anrer of three distinet ciceles, ench
Avas-miwdediese Ginl pooaliacly
owers, ViZ.:




